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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-191 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5,7-11,1 4-24, 26-29, 32-34, 36-40, 41 -44, 45-49, 51-55, 58-71 , 73-77, 
80-91, 93-103, 106-110, 113-118, 120-124, 126-137, 139-150, 152-154, 160-162, 164- 
170, 172-178, 180-187 and 189-191 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
unpatentable by Greene et al. (hereinafter Greene) (U.S. Patent No. 7,051,120 B2). 

A. As per claim 1, Greene discloses a method for operating a medical device, 
the method comprising the steps of: 

i. inputting into a first computer a first patient identifier and an 
operating parameter for the medical device (Greene; col. 1, lines 46-63, 
col. 2, lines 5-32); 

ii. inputting into a second computer, from a first source, a second 
patient identifier (Greene; col. 1, lines 54-63, col. 2, lines 56-63); 
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iii. inputting into the second computer, from a second source, a 
medication identifier, the medication identifier including a third patient 
identifier (Greene; col. 6, lines 6-23, col. 14, lines 13-30); 

iv. sending the medication identifier to the first computer, if the second 
patient identifier is equivalent to the third patient identifier (Greene; col. 1 1 , 
lines 40-51, col. 14, lines 13-30); and 

v. sending the operating parameter from the first computer to the 
medical device, if the third patient identifier is equivalent to the first patient 
identifier, where the operating parameter does not pass through the 
second computer (Greene; col. 1 1 , line 57 to col. 12, line 18). 

B. As per claim 2, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of: inputting into the first computer a second medication identifier, where 
the step of sending the operating parameter to the medical device is performed 
only if the first and second medication identifiers are equivalent (Greene; col. 1 1 , 
line 57 to col. 12, line 5). 

C. As per claim 3, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the medical 
device is an infusion pump (Greene; col. 6, lines 6-23). 

D. As per claim 4, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the step of 
inputting into the first computer includes converting a signal generated by an 
input device to a computer readable medium format (Greene; col. 1, lines 46-63, 
col. 2, lines 5-12, col. 8, lines 37-54 and Fig. 5). 
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E. As per claim 5, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the first 
computer is at a central location (Greene; col. 7, lines 30-47). 

F. As per claim 7, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the first 
patient identifier is one of a group of identifiers, where the group of identifiers 
consists of: a patient name, a patient social security number, a patient blood 
type, a patient address, a patient's allergy, a hospital patient ID number, a 
hospital bed location, and a name of a patient's relative (Greene; col. 10, line 60 
to col. 1 1 , line 3). 

G. As per claim 8, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the operating 
parameter is one of a group of operating parameters, where the group of 
operating parameters consists of: a medication flow per unit of time, a quantity of 
medication, a dosing unit, a dosing duration, a dosing volume, a drug name, a 
dose unit, and a monitoring limit (Greene; col. 1 1 , lines 40-51 ). 

H. As per claim 9, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the step of 
inputting into a second computer from a first source includes converting a signal 
generated by an input device to a computer readable medium format (Greene; 
col. 1, lines 46-63, col. 2, lines 5-12, col. 8, lines 37-54 and Fig. 5). 

I. As per claim 10, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the first 
source is a wristband (Greene; col. 1, lines 53-63, col. 5, lines 42-45 and Fig. 3). 
J. As per claim 1 1 , Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the first 
source is one of a group of first sources, where the group of first sources consists 
of: a bar code, a bar code reader, a wristband, a tag, a drug label, laser readable 
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data, a camera-type bar code reader, an RFID reader, a magnetic stripe reader, 
and radio-frequency readable data (Greene; col. 1, lines 53-63, col. 5, lines 42- 
45 and Fig. 3). 

K. As per claim 14, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the second 
source is a medication label (Greene; col. 14, lines 13-30). 
L. As per claim 1 5, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the second 
source is one of a group of second sources, where the group of second sources 
consists of: a bar code, a bar code reader, a wristband, a tag, a medication label, 
laser readable data, and radio-frequency readable data (Greene; col. 1, lines 53- 
63, col. 5, lines 42-45 and Fig. 3). 

M. As per claim 16, Greene discloses the method of claim 1, where the 
medication identifier includes one of a group of medical identifiers, where the 
group of medical identifiers consists of: a drug name, a dosage, a manufacturer, 
a batch, an expiration date, a National Drug Code (NDC) number, a proprietary 
database drug identifier, a company product code number, and a drug prescriber 
(Greene; col. 14, lines 13-30). 

N. As per claim 17, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of: sending the operating parameter to the second computer if the first 
and second patient identifiers are equivalent (Greene; col. 6, lines 48-67). 
O. As per claim 18, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
the step of: using the operating parameter to program the medical device 
(Greene; col. 8, lines 37-54 and col. 12, lines 30-46). 
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P. As per claim 19, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the step of 
sending the medication identifier to the first computer includes the use of a 
wireless communication path (Greene; col. 7, lines 30-47). 
Q. As per claim 20, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 , where the step of 
sending the operating parameter from the first computer to the medical device 
includes the use of a wireless communication path (Greene; col. 7, lines 8-17 
and 30-47). 

R. As per claim 21, Greene discloses a system for operating a medical device, 
the system comprising: 

i. a first computer, the first computer designed to accept a first patient 
identifier and an operating parameter for the medical device (Greene; col. 
7, lines 9-28 and 40-46); 

ii. a second computer, the second computer designed to accept a 
second patient identifier from a first source, the second computer 
designed to accept a medication identifier from a second source, the 
medication identifier including a third patient identifier (Greene; col. 5, 
lines 42-45, 62-65 and col. 6, lines 48-67), 

iii. where the second computer is designed to send the medication 
identifier to the first computer if the second patient identifier and the third 
patient identifier are equivalent (Greene; col. 6, lines 48-67); 

iv. where the first computer is designed to send the operating 
parameter to the medical device if the third patient identifier is equivalent 
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to the first patient identifier, where the operating parameter does not pass 
through the second computer (Greene; col. 5, lines 42-45, 62-65 and col. 
6, lines 6-23). 

S. As per claim 22, Greene discloses the system of claim 21 , where the first 
computer is designed to accept a second medication identifier, where the first 
computer is designed to send the operating parameter to the medical device only 
if the first medication identifier is equivalent to the second medication identifier 
(Greene; col. 1 0, line 60 to col. 1 1 , line 3). 

T. Claims 23, 24, 26-29, and 32-34 repeat the same limitations as claims 3, 5, 7, 
8, 10, 11, 14, 15 and 16 respectively, therefore they're rejected with the same 
reasons given above for those claims, and incorporated herein. 
U. As per claim 35, Greene discloses the system of claim 21 , where the first 
computer is designed to send the operating parameter to the medical device if 
the second patient identifier and the third patient identifier are equivalent to the 
first patient identifier (Greene; col. 6, lines 48-67). 
V. As per claims 36-40, they are apparatus claims, which repeat the same 
limitations of claims 1-3, 17 and 18, the corresponding method claims, as a 
collection of elements as opposed to a series of process steps. Since the 
teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process steps that constitute the 
methods of claims 1-3, 17 and 18, it is respectfully submitted that they provide 
the underlying structural elements that perform the steps as well. As such, the 
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limitations of claims 36-40 are rejected for the same reasons given above for 
claims 1-3, 17 and 18. 

W. As per claims 41-44, they are system claims, which repeat the same 
limitations of claims 1, 2, 3 and 17, the corresponding method claims, as a 
collection of elements as opposed to a series of process steps. Since the 
teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process steps that constitute the 
methods of claims 1 , 2, 3 and 17, it is respectfully submitted that they provide the 
underlying structural elements that perform the steps as well. As such, the 
limitations of claims 41-44 are rejected for the same reasons given above for 
claims 1, 2, 3 and 17. 

X. Method claims 45-49, 51-55, 58-61 repeat the same limitations as method 
claims 1-5, 7-11, 14, 16, 18 and 20 respectively, therefore they're rejected with 
the same reasons given above for those claims, and incorporated herein. 
Y. As per claims 62-66, they are apparatus claims, which repeat the same 
limitations of claims 45, 47, 54, 58 and 66, the corresponding method claims, as 
a collection of elements as opposed to a series of process steps. Since the 
teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process steps that constitute the 
methods of claims 45, 47, 54, 58 and 66, it is respectfully submitted that they 
provide the underlying structural elements that perform the steps as well. As 
such, the limitations of claims 62-66 are rejected for the same reasons given 
above for claims 45, 47, 54, 58 and 66. 
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Z. Claims 67-71 , 73-77 and 80-86 repeat the same limitations as claims 1,2,2, 
3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11 and 14-20 respectively, therefore they're rejected with the 
same reasons given above for those claims, and incorporated herein. 
AA. As per claims 87-91 , 93-94, they are system claims, which repeat the 
same limitations of claims 67-70, 76, 80, and 84, the corresponding method 
claims, as a collection of elements as opposed to a series of process steps. 
Since the teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process steps that 
constitute the methods of claims 67-70, 76, 80, and 84, it is respectfully 
submitted that they provide the underlying structural elements that perform the 
steps as well. As such, the limitations of claims 87-91 , 93-94 are rejected for the 
same reasons given above for claims 67-70, 76, 80, and 84. 
BB. As per claims 95-1 00, they are apparatus claims, which repeat the same 
limitations of claims 1, 2, 2, 3, 2 and 18 respectively, the corresponding method 
claims, as a collection of elements as opposed to a series of process steps. 
Since the teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process steps that 
constitute the methods of claims 1 , 2, 2, 3, 2 and 18, it is respectfully submitted 
that they provide the underlying structural elements that perform the steps as 
well. As such, the limitations of claims 95-100 are rejected for the same reasons 
given above for claims 1, 2, 2, 3, 2 and 18. 

CC. Claims 101-103, 106 and 107 repeat the same limitations as claims 1 , 2, 
10, 14 and 18 respectively, therefore they're rejected with the same reasons 
given above for those claims, and incorporated herein. 
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DD. As per claims 1 08-1 1 0 and 113-11 4, they are apparatus claims, which 
repeat the same limitations of claims 101-103, 106 and 107 respectively, the 
corresponding method claims, as a collection of elements as opposed to a series 
of process steps. Since the teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process 
steps that constitute the methods of claims 101-103, 106 and 107, it is 
respectfully submitted that they provide the underlying structural elements that 
perform the steps as well. As such, the limitations of claims 1 08-1 1 0 and 1 1 3- 
114 are rejected for the same reasons given above for claims 101-103, 106 and 
107. 

EE. Claims 115,116,118,1 20-1 24, 1 26-1 32 repeat the same limitations as 
claims 1, 2, 3, 7-11, and 14-20 respectively, therefore they're rejected with the 
same reasons given above for those claims, and incorporated herein. 
FF.As per claim 1 1 7, Greene discloses the method of claim 1 1 5, where the 
processor is integral with the medical device (Greene; col. 7, lines 18-29 and Fig. 
5). 

GG. As per claims 133-137, and 139-140, they are system claims, which 
repeat the same limitations of claims 115, 117, 116, 118, 123, 123 and 116 
respectively, the corresponding method claims, as a collection of elements as 
opposed to a series of process steps. Since the teachings of Greene disclose 
the underlying process steps that constitute the methods of claims 1 15, 1 17, 1 16, 
118, 123, 123 and 116, it is respectfully submitted that they provide the 
underlying structural elements that perform the steps as well. As such, the 
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limitations of claims 133-137, and 139-140 are rejected for the same reasons 
given above for claims 1 1 5, 1 1 7, 1 1 6, 1 1 8, 1 23, 1 23 and 1 1 6. 
HH. As per claims 141-145, they are apparatus claims, which repeat the same 
limitations of claims 115, 116, 118, 116 and 18 respectively, the corresponding 
method claims, as a collection of elements as opposed to a series of process 
steps. Since the teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process steps that 
constitute the methods of claims 115, 116, 118, 116, and 18 it is respectfully 
submitted that they provide the underlying structural elements that perform the 
steps as well. As such, the limitations of claims 141-145 are rejected for the 
same reasons given above for claims 115,116,118,116 and 1 8. 
II. Claims 146-150 and 152-154 repeat the same limitations as claims 1, 2, 3, 7, 
8, 16, 18 and 20 respectively, therefore they're rejected with the same reasons 
given above for those claims, and incorporated herein. 
JJ. As per claims 160, 161, 162 and 164, they are apparatus claims, which 
repeat the same limitations of claims 146, 147, 148 and 153 respectively, the 
corresponding method claims, as a collection of elements as opposed to a series 
of process steps. Since the teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process 
steps that constitute the methods of claims 146, 147, 148 and 153 it is 
respectfully submitted that they provide the underlying structural elements that 
perform the steps as well. As such, the limitations of claims 160, 161 , 162 and 
164 are rejected for the same reasons given above for claims 146, 147, 148 and 
153. 
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KK. Claims 1 65-1 70, and 1 72-1 74 repeat the same limitations as claims 1 , 3, 
5, 7, 8, 10, 14, 20 and 20 respectively, therefore they're rejected with the same 
reasons given above for those claims, and incorporated herein. 
LL.As per claims 175-178, 180-181, they are system claims, which repeat the 
same limitations of claims 165, 166, 168, 169, 180, 181 respectively, the 
corresponding method claims, as a collection of elements as opposed to a series 
of process steps. Since the teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process 
steps that constitute the methods of claims 165, 166, 168, 169, 180, 181, it is 
respectfully submitted that they provide the underlying structural elements that 
perform the steps as well. As such, the limitations of claims 175-178, 180-181 
are rejected for the same reasons given above for claims 165, 166, 168, 169, 
180, 181. 

MM. As per claims 1 82-1 87, 1 89-1 91 , they are apparatus claims which repeat 
the same limitations of claims 165-170, 172-174, the corresponding method 
claims, as a collection of elements as opposed to a series of process steps. 
Since the teachings of Greene disclose the underlying process steps that 
constitute the methods of claims 165-170, 172-174, it is respectfully submitted 
that they provide the underlying structural elements that perform the steps as 
well. As such, the limitations of claims 182-187, 189-191 are rejected for the 
same reasons given above for claims 165-170, 172-174. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 


4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6, 25, 50, 72 and 119 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Greene et al. (hereinafter Greene) (U.S. Patent No. 7,051,120 B2) in 
view of de la Huerga (U.S. Patent No. 5,960,085). 

A. As per claims 6, 25, 50, 72 and 119, Greene discloses the method, system 

and program of claims 1, 21, 45, 67 and 108. 

Greene fails to expressly teach the pharmacy computer, per se, since it 
appears that Greene is more directed to a central treatment device 
(controller) (Greene; col. 7, lines 18-29, 40-47). However, this feature is 
well known in the art, as evidenced by de la Huerga. 
In particular, de la Huerga discloses a pharmacy computer (de la Huerga; 
col. 10, lines 45-64). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include the aforementioned limitation as disclosed 
by de la Huerga with the motivation of exchanging information on 
administration of the medication (de la Huerga; col. 21, lines 3-26). 
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6. Claims 12-13, 30-31, 56-57, 78-79, 92, 104, 105, 111-112, 125, 138, 151, 155- 
159, 163, 171, 179 and 188 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Greene et al. (hereinafter Greene) (U.S. Patent No. 7,051,120 B2), de la Huerga 
(U.S. patent No. 5,960,085) and further in view of Hochman (U.S. Patent Publication 
No. 2001/0049608 A1). 

A. As per claims 12-13, 30-31, 56-57, 78-79, 92, 104, 105, 111-112, 125, 138, 
151, 163, 171, 179 and 188, Greene discloses the method, system and program 
of claims 1, 21, 45, 67, 87, 101, 108, 115, 133, 146, 160, 165, 175 and 182. 

Greene fails to expressly teach the second computer at a remote location 
and is a personal digital assistant, per se, since it appears that Greene is 
more directed to a treatment device and a transmitter, which are in 
communication with the central treatment device (controller) for confirming 
and identifying treatment delivery (Greene; col. 7, lines 18-29). However, 
this feature is well known in the art, as evidenced by Hochman. 
In particular, Hochman discloses a second computer at a remote location 
and is a personal digital assistant (Hochman; par. 0019-0020). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include the aforementioned limitation as disclosed 
by Hochman with the motivation of the doctor identifying the patient and 
drug that has to be administered to this patient (Hochman; par. 0030). 

B. As per claim 155, Greene discloses a system for operating a medical device, 
the system comprising: 
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i. a digital assistant designed to read a first patient identifier, the first 
patient identifier being attached to a patient's body, 

ii. the digital assistant being designed to read a medication identifier 
at the remote location, the medication identifier including a second patient 
identifier and a first medical device identifier, 

iii. the digital assistant designed to read a second medical device 
identifier at the remote location, the second medical device identifier being 
affixed to the medical device, and 

iv. the digital assistant designed to trigger the transmission of an 
operating parameter for the medical device from a central location to a 
medical device, if the first patient identifier is equivalent to the second 
patient identifier, and if the medical device identifier and the second 
medical device identifier are equivalent. 

Claims 155-159 repeat the same limitations as claims 1, 3, 7, 8, and 14 
respectively, therefore they're rejected with the same reasons given above 
for those claims, and incorporated herein. 

The obviousness of modifying the teaching of Greene to include a digital 
assistant for the first computer (as taught by Greene) is as addressed 
above in the rejection of claim 13 and incorporated herein. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. The cited but not used prior art teach Security infusion pump with 


Application/Control Number: 10/059,929 Page 16 

Art Unit: 3626 

bar code reader 6519569 B1 , Patient medication IV delivery pump with wireless 
communication to a hospital information management system 6790198 B1, Prescription 
management system 5845255 A, System and method for communicating product recall 
information, product warnings or other product-related information to users of products 
20010056359, Prescription management system 20020042726, Computerized 
prescription system for gathering and presenting information relating to pharmaceuticals 
20020042725, Remote data collecting and address providing method and apparatus 
6408330 B1, Data collection device and system 20020116509. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dilek B. Cobanoglu whose telephone number is 571- 
272-8295. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

9. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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10. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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